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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 05/17/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues, with respect to claims 1-2 and 13-15, that Lee (US Patent # 
6,147,797) does not disclose the use of a lens mount, but instead discloses a "skirt", 
214. The examiner would like to point out that although Lee calls this a "skirt" this is 
considered to be a "lens mount" by the examiner as it performs the exact same 
functions as a "lens mount" regardless of what it is called in the reference. Applicant 
also states that this cannot be considered a lens mount because of the fact that there is 
an operative lens 212 provided in the camera. However, as further evidence that this is 
the equivalent of a lens mount, the examiner provides an additional reference that 
discloses the use of a lens mount on a camera having an internal lens. Niikawa et al. 
(US Patent # 6,704,053) discloses the use of a camera 1 having a lens mount 20 and 
an internal lens 302. 

Applicant also argues that Lee (US Patent # 6,147,797) does not disclose the 
use of a lens emulating flange opposing a coupling because the camera has a lens 212 
fixed in the camera, therefore, it does not serve to emulate a camera lens. However, 
just because there is a lens 212 fixed in the camera 210, does not prevent the adapter 
disclosed by Lee from emulating a lens. As further evidence of this, the examiner refers 
to Niikawa et al. (US Patent # 6,704,053) in figure 2, reference numerals 301 and 302. 
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As can be seen in Niikawa, the use of a lens 302 fixed in a camera does not prevent the 
use of an attachable lens system that emulates a camera lens. 

Applicant argues, with respect to claims 3-6 and 16-19, that Lee (US Patent # 
6,147,797) does not disclose the use of emulating a lens in the camera. However, the 
examiner is considering the entire attachment device shown in figure 6 to emulate the 
use of a camera lens. As for having no motivation by teachings of Lee 797 to modify 
the reference teachings of Lee '797 in a manner to yield an emulating mechanism as 
applicant now claims, the examiner points out that there is no need for a singular 
reference to have motivations by teaching to modify the singular reference. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 1-2 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Lee (US Patent # 6,147,797). 

2. In regard to claim 1 , note Lee discloses the use of affixing a replacement camera 
comprising a lens mount to a camera adapter coupling (figure 6: the camera 210 has a 
lens mount 214 where the adapter 220-240 is attached to the camera) wherein the 
camera adapter coupling comprises an attachment end and a lens emulating end 
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opposing the upgrade end (figure 6: the adapter has a lens emulating end 220-266; the 
adapter connects to the camera using the lens mount 224 that connects to mount 214 
and has a lens 266; this lens emulating end connects to the camera in order to emulate 
the camera lens; and is opposite the upgrade end 284-295) and wherein the camera is 
affixed to the camera adapter coupling by mating the lens emulating end with the lens 
mount (figure 6: 214 is attached to 224) and mating the attachment end of the camera 
adapter coupling to an existing mating receptacle on an optical assemblage (column 7, 
lines 17-19). 

3. In regard to claim 2, note Lee discloses that the camera is a digital camera 
(column 5, line 40; 210 is a digital camera). 

4. In regard to claim 13, note Lee discloses the use of a replacement coupling 
receptacle that mounts on an optical assemblage and accepts a camera adapter 
coupling (column 7, lines 17-19; and figure 6: 220-295, the adapter couples to the 
microscope) and camera adapter coupling comprising a first end that mates with the 
replacement coupling receptacle (column 7, lines 17-19; the first end mates to the 
microscope) and a second end being a lens-emulating end (column 5, line 66 - column 
6, line 1 ; and figure 6: the adapter has a lens emulating end 220-266; the adapter 
connects to the camera using the lens mount 224 that connects to mount 214 and has a 
lens 266; this lens emulating end connects to the camera in order to emulate the 
camera lens). 

5. In regard to claim 14, note Lee discloses the use of a camera (column 5, line 40). 
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6. In regard to claim 1 5, note Lee discloses that the camera is a digital camera 
(column 5, line 40; 210 is a digital camera). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

7. Claims 3-6 and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lee (US Patent # 6,147,797) in view of Steinberg et al. (US Patent # 6,628,325). 

8. In regard to claim 3, note Lee discloses a computer that receives a digital image 
from the digital camera by way of a digital interface (column 4, lines 17-19; and figure 2: 
90 and 110). Therefore, it can be seen that the Lee device fails to store the digital 
image on computer readable media. Steinberg discloses the use of an external device 
to store the image on a computer readable medium (column 2, lines* 5-1 0). Steinberg 
teaches that the storage of the image on a computer readable medium is preferred in 

order to store the image data along with other image information (column 2, lines 5-10). 

i ■ 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
Lee device to include the storage of the image on a computer readable medium in order 
to store the image together with other image information. 

9. In regard to claim 4, note Steinberg discloses receiving parametric data 
associated with the digital image and storing the parametric data on computer readable 
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media together with a reference to the digital image (column 2, lines 5-10 and column 8, 
lines 42-48; the information stored with the image is related to the image and is 
considered to be parametric). 

1 0. In regard to claim 5, note Steinberg discloses receiving date and/or time data 
associated with the digital image and storing the date and/or time data on computer 
readable media together with a reference to the digital image (column 2, lines 5-10 and 
column 8, lines 42-48; the information stored with the image includes the date and/or 
time). 

11. In regard to claim 6, note Steinberg discloses receiving position information and 
storing the position information on computer readable media together with a reference 
to the digital image (column 2, lines 5-10 and column 8, lines 42^48; the information 
stored with the image includes the location). Therefore, it can be seen that the primary 
reference of Lee in view of Steinberg lacks the use of satellite-based or terrestrial 
positioning system to receive position information. Official notice is taken that the 
concepts apd advantages of satellite-based or terrestrial positioning system to receive 
position information are notoriously well known and expected in the art. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the primary 
re f erenC e of Lee in view of Steinberg to include the use of satellite-based or terrestrial 
positioning system to receive position information in order to obtain the location 
information anywhere in the world. 

12. In regard to claim 16, note Lee discloses the use of a computing device that 
connects to the digital camera using a digital interface (column 4, lines 17-19; and figure 
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2: 90 and 110). Therefore, it can be seen that the Lee device lacks the use of a 
computing device with a computer readable media for storing the images and a 
software program that executes in the computing device and controls the digital 
interface to acquire digital images from the digital camera and store said images on the 
computer readable media. Steinberg discloses the use of a computing device with a 
computer readable media for storing the images (column 2, lines 5-10) and a software 
program that executes in the computing device and controls the digital interface to 
acquire digital images from the digital camera and store said images on the computer 
readable media (although not stated, in order for the computer to function, there has to 
be a software program to control the functions). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Lee device to include the use a computing 
device with a computer readable media for storing the images and a software program 
that executes in the computing device and controls the digital interface to acquire digital 
images from the digital camera and store said images on the computer readable media 
in order to store the image together with other image information. s 

13. In regard to claim 17, note Steinberg discloses a parametric data module that 
accepts parametric data from a user and stores the parametric data on the computer 
readable media together with a reference to the digital images (column 2, lines 5-10 and 
column 8, lines 42-48; the information stored with the image is related to the image and 
is considered to be parametric). 

1 4. In regard to claim 1 8, note Steinberg discloses comprises a date/time data 
module that accepts date and/or time data from a time source and stores the date 
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and/or time data on the computer readable media together with a reference to the digital 
images (column 2, lines 5-10 and column 8, lines 42-48; the information stored with the 
image includes the date and/or time). 

1 5. In regard to claim 19, note Steinberg discloses receiving position information and 
storing the position information on computer readable media together with a reference 
to the digital image (column 2, lines 5-10 and column 8, lines 42-48; the information 
stored with the image includes the location). Therefore, it can be seen that the primary 
reference of Lee in view of Steinberg lacks the use of satellite-based or terrestrial 
positioning system to receive position information. Official notice is taken that the 
concepts and advantages of satellite-based or terrestrial positioning system to receive 
position information are notoriously well known and expected in the art. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the primary 
reference of Lee in view of Steinberg to include the use of satellite-based or terrestrial 
positioning system to receive position information in order to obtain the location 
information anywhere in the world. 

16. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lee 
(US Patent #6,147,797). 

17. In regard to claim 7, note Lee discloses the attaching of an upgrade receptacle to 
the optical assemblage (column 7, lines 17-19; the adapter is attached to the 
microscope), affixing a replacement camera comprising a lens mount to a camera 
adapter coupling (figure 6: the camera 210 has a lens mount 214 where the adapter 
220-240 is attached to the camera) wherein the camera adapter coupling comprises an 



Application/Control Number: 10/023,494 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2612 

attachment end and a lens emulating end opposing the upgrade end (figure 6: the 
adapter has a lens emulating end 220-266; the adapter connects to the camera using 
the lens mount 224 that connects to mount 214 and has a lens 266; this lens emulating 
end connects to the camera in order to emulate the camera lens; and is opposite the 
upgrade end 284-295) and wherein the camera is affixed to the camera adapter 
coupling by mating the lens emulating end with the lens mount (figure 6: 214 is attached 
to 224), and mating the attachment end of the camera adapter coupling to the an 
existing mating receptacle on an optical assemblage (column 7, lines 17-19). 

Therefore, it can be seen that the Lee device fails to disclose the removal of an 
original camera attachment means from the imaging instrument. Although not explicitly 
stated, it would have been obvious that the removal of the original camera attachment 
means from the optical assemblage is necessary in order for the upgrade to be attached 
to the assemblage (as stated by Lee in column 1, lines 15-63 and column 2, lines 20-23; 
the camera adapter can be attached/detached). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Lee device to include the removal of the 
original camera attachment means from the optical assemblage of an imaging 
instrument in order to allow the upgrade of the attachment means for a new camera. 

18. In regard to claim 8, note Lee discloses that the camera is a digital camera 
(column 5, line 40; 210 is a digital camera). 

19. Claims 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lee 
(US Patent # 6,147,797) in view of Steinberg et al. (US Patent # 6,628,325). 
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20. In regard to claim 9, note Lee discloses a computer that receives a digital image 
from the digital camera by way of a digital interface (column 4, lines 17-19; and figure 2: 
90 and 110). Therefore, it can be seen that the Lee device fails to store the digital 
image on computer readable media. Steinberg discloses the use of an external device 
to store the image on a computer readable medium (column 2, lines 5-10). Steinberg 
teaches that the storage of the image on a computer readable medium is preferred in 
order to store the image data along with other image information (column 2, lines 5-10). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the 
Lee device to include the storage of the image on a computer readable medium in order 
to store the image together with other image information. 

21 . In regard to claim 10, note Steinberg discloses receiving parametric data 
associated with the digital image and storing the parametric data on computer readable 
media together with a reference to the digital image (column 2, lines 5-10 and column 8, 
lines 42-48; the information stored with the image is related to the image and is 
considered to be parametric). 

22. In regard to claim 1 1 , note Steinberg discloses receiving date and/or time data 

associated with the digital image and storing the date and/or time data on computer 

i ■ 

readable media together with a reference to the digital image (column 2, lines 5-10 and 
column 8, lines 42-48; the information stored with the image includes the date and/or 
time). 

23. In regard to claim 12, note Steinberg discloses receiving position information and 
storing the position information on computer readable media together with a reference 
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to the digital image (column 2, lines 5-1 0 and column 8, lines 42-48; the information 
stored with the image includes the location). Therefore, it can be seen that the primary 
reference of Lee in view of Steinberg lacks the use of satellite-based or terrestrial 
positioning system to receive position information. Official notice is taken that the 
concepts and advantages of satellite-based or terrestrial positioning system to receive 
position information are notoriously well known and expected in the art. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the primary 
reference of Lee in view of Steinberg to include the use of satellite-based or terrestrial 
positioning system to receive position information in order to obtain the location 
information anywhere in the world. 

r Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chriss S. Yoder, III whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7323. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wendy Garber can be reached on (571 ) 272-7308. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

CSY 

July 27, 2005 / 
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